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 S186239 E047086 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 KINDER (JAMES M.) v.  

   ALLIED INTERSTATE, INC. 

 Petition for review denied 

 Kennard, Baxter, Chin, and Corrigan, JJ., were recused and did not participate. 

 Associate Justice Mark B. Simons, Court of Appeal, First Appellate District, Division Five, was 

assigned by the Chief Justice pursuant to article VI, section 6 of the California constitution. 

 

 

 S044693   PEOPLE v. WALL (RANDALL  

   CLARK) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to December 28, 2010. 

 

 

 S049626   PEOPLE v. HAJEK  

   (STEPHEN EDWARD) & VO  

   (LOI TAN) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Doron Weinberg’s representation that he 

anticipates filing appellant Loi Tan Vo’s reply brief by May 2011, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 27, 2010.  After that date, only 

three further extensions totaling about 150 additional days are contemplated. 

 

 

 S092240   PEOPLE v. BOYCE (KEVIN  

   DEWAYN) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Christine Levingston Bergman’s 

representation that she anticipates filing the respondent’s brief by January 31, 2011, counsel’s 

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 28, 2010.  After 

that date, only one further extension totaling about 35 additional days is contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 
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 S094890   PEOPLE v. MANIBUSAN  

   (JOSEPH KEKOA) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel David S. Adams’s representation that he 

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by December 20, 2010, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 20, 2010.  After that date, no 

further extension is contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S095868   PEOPLE v. DANIELS (DAVID  

   SCOTT) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file appellant’s 

opening brief is granted to December 1, 2010. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S097558   PEOPLE v. GARTON (TODD  

   JESSE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Appellant’s request for relief from default is granted. 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Jeffrey J. Gale’s representation that he anticipates 

filing the appellant’s opening brief by February 2011, counsel’s request for an extension of time 

in which to file that brief is granted to December 21, 2010.  After that date, only one further 

extension totaling about 60 additional days is contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S107900   PEOPLE v. WRIGHT, JR.,  

   (WILLIAM LEE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Alison Bernstein’s 

representation that she anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by July 2011, counsel’s 

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to January 4, 2011.  After that 

date, only three further extensions totaling about 180 additional days are contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 
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 S135272   PEOPLE v. DWORAK  

   (DOUGLAS EDWARD) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to January 3, 2011. 

 

 

 S136800   PEOPLE v. MORALES  

   (ALFONSO IGNACIO) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to December 27, 2010. 

 

 

 S137307   PEOPLE v. MORALES  

   (JOHNNY) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to January 5, 2011. 

 

 

 S172438   WATKINS (PAUL SODOA)  

   ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Gary B. Wells’s representation that he anticipates 

filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by November 10, 

2010, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted to 

November 10, 2010.  After that date, no further extension is contemplated. 

 

 

 S086355   PEOPLE v. LEWIS, SR.,  

   (KEITH ALLEN) 

 Application denied 

 Appellant’s “Application for 14-Day Extension of Time to File Appellant’s Opening Brief,” filed 

on October 28, 2010, is denied. 
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 BAR MISC. 4186  IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF THE COMMITTEE 

   OF BAR EXAMINERS OF THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA 

   FOR ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS (MOTION NO. 947) 

 The written motion of the Committee of Bar Examiners that the following named applicants, who 

have fulfilled the requirements for admission to practice law in the State of California, be 

admitted to the practice of law in this state is hereby granted, with permission to the applicants to 

take the oath before a competent officer at another time and place: 

 (SEE ORIGINAL APPLICATION FOR THE LIST OF NAMES ATTACHED.) 

 

 


